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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3, 7, 15 and 19-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ichikawa [US 5,153,560]. 

Regarding claims 1, 15 and 19-21: Ichikawa discloses a system for determining 
whether a resident of a home is inactive within the home or away from the home, comprising: 
-a least one motion sensor IR (1) positioned to detect a first activity and to transmit a first signal 
(6a) indicative of the first activity; 

-at least one exterior door sensor (2) positioned to detect motion of an exterior door of the home 
and to transmit a second signal (6c) indicative of motion detected; and the first and second 
signals are being determined by a determination circuitry consists of components [5a, 4c,5b-5c, 
8, 9b 5e and 9a], wherein the determination circuitry to determine whether a resident of the home 
is away from the home based upon the timing of the first signal relative to the second signal (i.e. 
the determination base upon which sensor is detected the motion first) [see Fig. 4, col. 4, lines 
25-30 and col. 5, lines 50-68 to col. 6, lines 1-12], and when the remaining one does not move 
until the given time set is passed, the infrared sensor produces no output signal [see col. 7, lines 
9-16], that constitutes an inactive within the home. 
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Ichikawa does not specifically call said determination circuit is a monitoring center, 
however, the determination circuit is a local determination circuitry which receives signals 
transmitted from the motion sensors and determines the absent/presence of a resident upon the 
timing of first and second signals received at the determination circuitry. Since, the 
determination circuitry is used to determine the condition and associated with more than one 
sensor, therefore, it would have been obvious of one having ordinary skill in the art to recognize 
that the determination circuitry can be called as any appropriate name such as central, station, 
center processing or monitoring center as claimed. 

Regarding claims 2-3: Ichikawa discloses that motion sensor comprises a timer 
adapted to run the pre-selected time period after the detection of the first signal (met by the 
multivibrator 4e, see col. 7, lines 9-12), except for not specifically mention that the pre-selected 
time period is no greater than five minutes. As long as, the timer is being run correctly, 
employing any known pre-selected time period for the same function and performing is not 
constitute an inventive step, but it a matter of design choice, since, one skill in the art would 
want the sensor run for a long/short period of time depend on the environment of the monitor 
area (i.e. hall, room, kitchen and lobby etc.) each location may have different sensitivity for that 
sensor. Therefore, it is obvious of one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to implement any appropriate pre-selected time period for the sensor as user desired, 
including the time of no greater than five minutes as claimed. 

Regarding claims 23-25: Ichikawa further stated that if the remaining one (person) 
does not move until the given time set by the multivibrator passes then sensor produces no output 
signal [see col. 7, lines 10-13], which constitutes of whether the home is in an active state when 
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sensor has opened or closed within a predetermined time (given time), and further shown in [col. 
6, lines 59-68 to col. 7, lines 1-22]. 

Regarding claims 7 and 22: Ichikawa further discloses that the motion sensor (1) is an 
inside door sensor [see col. 5, lines 27-29]. 

3. Claims 4-6, 8-12, 16-18 and 26-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ichikawa in view of Lane et al. [US 6,002,994; Lane]. 

Regarding claims 4-6: Ichikawa discloses all the limitations as described above, except 
for not specifically disclose that said motion sensor and door sensor are wireless sensors and a 
relay panel for relaying the sensor signals to monitoring center. Lane teaches a system for 
monitoring the activities of a user within a selected environment which comprising wireless 
motion sensors (20, 122, 124 and 128) including a communications relay panel met by a 
repeating hub (70) for relaying the sensor signals to the monitoring center (60) [see Fig. 2 and 
18, col. 3, lines 20-45 and col. 8, lines 3-18]. It is common for wireless detection to implement a 
relay panel for transmitting the detected signals to a remote location when there is a plurality of 
detectors. It would have been obvious of one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
claimed invention to implement a wireless sensor technology with a relay panel as suggested by 
Lane into the system of Ichikawa, for the benefit of reduce wiring labor. 

Regarding claims 8-9 and 16-17: Ichikawa and Lane disclose all the limitations as 
described above, Lane further teaches that wireless motion sensor comprises a transmitter for 
transmitting the first signal indicative of the first activity and a sensing portion is inherently 
included in the sensor [see Fig. 3], except for not specifically disclose a signal processor. 
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Examiner takes Official Notice that signal processor is known in motion detector art which is for 
determining the detected signal via the transmit/receive signal. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious of one having ordinary skill in the art that most motion sensor includes a processor, so 
that the detecting signal can be determined. 

Regarding claims 10 and 18: Ichikawa further discloses that the sensing portion 
comprises a sensing technique of passive infrared [col. 4, line 43]. 

Regarding claims 11 and 26-27 : Ichikawa discloses a system for determining whether 
a resident of a home is inactive within the home or away from the home, comprising: 
-a least one motion sensor IR (1) positioned to detect a first activity and to transmit a first signal 
(6a) indicative of the first activity; 

-at least one exterior door sensor (2) positioned to detect motion of an exterior door of the home 
and to transmit a second signal (6c) indicative of the motion; and the first and second signals are 
being determined by a determination circuit that consistent of components [5a, 4c,5b-5c, 8, 9b 5e 
and 9a], wherein the determination circuit to determine whether a resident of the home is away 
from the home based upon the timing of the first signal relative to the second signal [see Fig. 4, 
col. 4, lines 25-30 and col. 5, lines 50-68 to col. 6, lines 1-12], when the remaining one does not 
move until the given time set is passed, the infrared sensor produces no output signal indicating 
that no person is present in the room, whereby, a pre-selected period is determined by a timer 
(multivibrator 4e) [see col. 7, lines 9-16], that constitutes an inactive within the home, because 
no movement within a certain period time means inactive within the home, and Ichikawa 
discloses a timer adapted to run a pre-selected time period (given time) after the detection of the 
first activity [see col. 
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Ichikawa does not specifically disclose a communications relay panel that communicates 
with a monitoring center. Lane teaches a system for monitoring the activities of a user within a 
selected environment which comprising wireless motion sensors (20, 122, 124 and 128) 
including a communications relay panel met by a repeating hub (70) for relaying the sensor 
signals to the monitoring center (60) [see Fig. 2 and 18, col. 3, lines 20-45 and col. 8, lines 3-18], 
Lane and Ichikawa are in the same field of invention, which use to monitor presence/absent of 
person movement inside a specific area. In addition, it is common for wireless detection 
technology to implement a relay panel for transmitting (relaying) when there is more than one 
detector used in the system. It would have been obvious of one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the claimed invention to implement a wireless sensor technology with a relay panel as 
suggested by Lane into the system of Ichikawa, for the benefit of reduce labor cost to install wire 
sensor and for relaying the detected signal of a particular sensor to the remote location without 
any interference with other sensor. 

Regarding claim 12: Ichikawa discloses that motion sensor comprises a timer adapted to 
run the pre-selected time period after the detection of the first signal (met by the multivibrator 
4e, see col. 7, lines 9-12), except for not specifically mention that the pre-selected time period is 
no greater than five minutes. As long as, the timer is being run correctly, employing any known 
pre-selected time period for the same function and performing is not constitute an inventive step, 
but it a matter of design choice, since, one skill in the art would want the sensor run for a 
long/short period of time depend on the environment of the monitor area (i.e. hall, room, kitchen 
and lobby etc.) each location may have different sensitivity for that sensor. Therefore, it is 
obvious of one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement 
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any appropriate pre-selected time period for the sensor as user desired, including the time of no 
greater than five minutes as claimed. 



4. Applicant's arguments, filed 1/5/2006, with respect to claims 1-28 have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. The previous of Non-final rejection sent 10/05/2005 has been 
withdrawn. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Son M. Tang whose telephone number is (571)272-2962. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 4/9 First Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel J. Wu can be reached on (571)272-2964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Regarding claim 28: Refer to claim 7 above. 



Response to Arguments 



Conclusion 



Son Tang 




